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PER CURI AM

In Appeal No. 95-8519, Appellant appeals fromthe district
court's orders denying his notion for rel ease on bail and denyi ng
his notion for reconsideration. Appeal No. 96-6097 is Appellant's
appeal fromthe district court's order denying his notion filed
under 28 U. S.C. 8§ 2255 (1994), anended by Antiterrori smand Effec-
tive Death Penalty Act of 1996, Pub. L. No. 104-132, 110 Stat.
1214. W have reviewed the records in these appeals and the dis-
trict court's opinions and find no abuse of discretion and no
reversible error. Accordingly, we deny Appellant's notion for
rel ease pendi ng appeal and affirmon the reasoning of the district

court. United States v. Attar, Nos. CR-92-88; CA-95-548-5 (E. D.N. C

Cct. 13, 1995; Cct. 27, 1995; & Nov. 9, 1995). We dispense wth
oral argunent because the facts and | egal contentions are adequat e-
ly presented in the nmaterials before the court and argunent woul d

not aid the decisional process.
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